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Mutation Test Based Test Case Minimization for Concurrent Program

ZHENG Wei FENG Chen WU Xiao-xue HUANG Yue-ming FANG Jing-yun

(School of Software and Microelectronics, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710072, China)

Abstract In the test of concurrency program, test input and the timing of threads interaction are the two key factors
that affect the concurrency bug detection. For narrowing input space of concurrency bug detection, this paper proposed
an algorithm of test case minimization based on mutation test. It first studies on different concurrency programs and se-
lects 9 mutation operators which can contribute to the generation of mutants to the testing programs. Then it chooses
JPF as the detecting tool during the execution of programs,through which the test cases are sorted according to muta-
tion score(MS) and average cost(AC). Finally it picks those test cases which can find out different bugs in the priori-

tized test cases. Experimental results show that the method can effectively reduce the size of test cases, shorten running
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time and improve the effectiveness of concurrency bug detection.

Keywords Concurrency program, Mutation test, Test case prioritization, Test case minimization

1 5]

FHATHE DR B (Y B M AR 20 S o T B K IR
e FATRRF RAR B BEDLIA EEALHI AR A R E I
PR T R 55 » PRt X P 1 B S R 4R 1 T B R B B
R T BT KA 0PI 1) LU 7T B 25 3 8 52 B A R AR A
BERGOL. (A U AR A T 2000 i 1), 02 3 i oK
BRI FE . X BRI 52 48—~ e /M F 46 » i
HAEPURACR -5 SR sk 1 G 4R A I B i B P 1 0L B
B IFE BN TR BRITA ] TR A ORI

A 2 WGBTS 55 3 WX BTt it i Bk KA
KPR L HTRAH 0 7 vk SR R IO P 51 48 e 0 A 820 B
B SR A A 4R P BRI — A e/ NI R 615 5 4 95 3l —
A EAA R Bt 2y B Bk AR HEAT PR 5 5 5 W45
SEY B E R 5 G RN L s R B SO REARRK .

il

R HM.2016-10-07 BB HH.2016-12-04

2 HX#HR

LB MEBARFFA B — D H AR, O R K
R MR R AL Bk ARG BN TR . B2 AT
B TAEH . S RERR T XTI R — 8
A i Manjka Tyagi 55 A 3 i A ) 3= | e e A6 0l 0 XL
WA I AE 7 ) T 20 beaxX 3 AN AR gt T AR ] A 03 451
PRACH I T 5 Gokee N 45 AL 42 Hi 58 1o T2 4347 % 9 i A
BIHEFTHEAL s Quriques 5 AW BF 5 1 A6 20 45 4y A1 3P 46 2
LIS 3 R, Kavitha 58 AN AR 358 i 8 i1 7 4 3o 3 3 461
PIEGGHAT T RI5Y . (BJRIX BRI I BA 1 X FHATH BRI A
FBilE/ Mk L H— AL

FHAT R GELAR VA BE R (A5 10 2 18] 52 2% BE AN [|] 52
7% B AR o B g o O T A5 LA A X LB R . 7E 23 52 B9 5
AT Serl i TAE B X TR R IEIA T 8% 6

AIXZER EHARPLFA R ST F R4 (61402370058 H) .

| 1975, B, B, B+ S IW, FEIF T RN E T EBEM + B8 BT . BT RS £ S BIE . 2R RERM I & 5 BIE
%%, E-mail: wzheng@nwpu. edu. cn; i3 R (1994 —), 4, At , EEHFSE 7 W M RAIR; RiFSE (1983 —), &, 1+, EEHFE 7 17 A8 A4-1K

B PR RIES .



110 it A OHL A

2017 4

R R B R T X DR B A B A L, A T RE R T
AMABATIR . FA—DZEBENREF T LRREHAR
BRI I LUE Z AR SR IR AT R A BLE R B
R A 23 [8) AN A2 B 28 [8) KB REAR T IRIB 7 s, Z )5 1058
R A AT S T 10 A5 EZ 100 A5, S Bk
TR AR A RN ST TCE Pz . R, BER R
BRI B TERBEREERER , A —E 2B RIHR AR

BRI AT 0 » AR SC 8 Ao Xof 2 T AR S 3 B F S SR A A
DI Bl 8 B B e/ N R S K — b T ik
R By B TR AR P AR S A oR B RS R B 78 R Y
HRE ]2 B DeMillo™ )l Hamlet"!™ $2 i 97 . 74T
JPH 12 AR S AR ) T v » AR 4 00 R PP AR A Bt AR R
T ML S B TR IR R RT3 05 R IR A
BRI o AR AR S A U Xof 7 978 S A, U S A AR
SR R B AR AR B R . A B BTG B
HERPTA B AR AR S, MR Z BB i B A . PR T
TEFHATHRW B, TR B — ML 25 T8 /N i
B, WAE— > Bl e () FA IS 4 BE ECIE X P i 4
HEATORALH PR R IARR

FEZ AT TR, — B RAR SR B AR b 0 33475 5K ok
2 AR L R 1] K B A U B 2 A — 1~ TR, LA
BEAE AR ISR s AR5 R ST OB R R B
BRI e o 2 WU 5 BEAT e /M » 383 s A 2 BR T
AT o EX AT HE I8 AT R P R I 7
FEREI AR BOSBCR: » T ELAFAE — B B BR AR AE BCRBOR T i
TFU6 7 A B 4

3 ERHTHEIREANKAGISNMLEE

3.1 HTERFERETHIZIT

HAT, B&A — LB X7 R R RO S AR
H TG 4 Bradbury J S % AT BET Java FATRE RN
FRAEXT AR T 27 MAERE T BATRE Z ATH B 5% 3
TRGEH#TERET BT .
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£1 H5XENFELHXNERET
¥ %5 % (2 wait() , sleepO) , join() 1t await() ¥ 3%) : Modify

MXT Method-X Time (wait(Q) , sleepO) ,join() F1 await())

RTXC M % % % ¥ 3% : Remove Thread Method-X Call (wait (),
joinO) , sleep() , yieldO , notify O , notify All())

RCXC B FHATHLH 7 3% (4, 15 5 &, % %) : Remove Concur-
rency Mechanism Method-X Call

RNA B NotifyO) 7 3% & % NotifyAllO) 7 3 : Replace NotifyAll()

with Notify()
RIS PA SleepO) 7 3% K A& # Join() 7 # : Replace Join() with Sleep()

AF % M % B F # 4 % . Remove Synchronized Keyword
from Method

RSB % |6 % B : Remove Synchronized Block
MSP 15 % [Fl % B % # : Modify Synchronized Block Parameter
ESP X ¥ [7] # % % : Exchange Synchronized Block Parameters

B2 F 3% (A waitO) , sleep() , join() F await ()) : Modify Me-
thod-X Time

RSK

MXT

X9 MR R A TR A T RS IFAT IR . [
B, PR B i AT A IR —— R R 2P ax 9
TRETHREIEIN., HA 18 HEREFIHRNEN
WA, NEER .
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LEDR A B SE B2 77 1 WA R 43 (MS) FIT-34)
KAOWANFERITH . HE—NEF PA—MKET,
MS #MAC iy LT,

E X 17 BPE4r(Mutation Score, MS)) AR B PFE4rE—
AN B I Y A R BT R T TR R T B
b, e ERRY P ALK G5 T fER T . MS itE
KK D PR

J— Kﬂl
MS(P, D=7 D

Hrp, K, BB RIFHEBRNERE TR, T, &
ARERFHERE TR, E, R R IHFM 2R 74 1 5
H. ZE5F5 FRITAE— 0 S A 0 4 1R 1 R 7 LB AR
RERPES 1, FRZWIRE T THARE FREAN H =25
P HEI AR
EX 2CE¥ A (Average Cost, AC)) WA 245
— I ) 53 3 A R 28 A G2 47 B 1 7 2 4047 B ),
HEAR MR (@) FiR:
C1—|—Cz;|l—"'+c,, 2)
H,n RN TR ZSEEE; C RRX— DR M, 1
FAREE T i) — MK B ¢ B SEBRz TR ] o
BT .
ARG GIE T, EFETFHE ORI AMN INMERET),
FRURRT P
B
Begin
M <—empty; //F2FF P A SR
O'<empty;// M O TiEHMEF P AT HMERE T4
T'<empty; //PiAL G B8 /NI A B4
for(each o in O){
[/ 1R P AN AERET O
if(MapOpt(P,0)); /SBT3 BT o MALF P AT Itk
AddMutOpt(O',0); //#4 7T FIAERET o A O
}
If (O =empty){
[/ 2: AT P AR M
for(each o in O')¢
AddVariant(M, Mutate(P,0)) ;

AC(P, D=

}
/7288 3 AT B FRic AT 45 R
for(each t in T){
for(each m in M) {
if (JPFExecute(m, t) ==JPFExecute(P,t)){
Mark(t, “S”) ; / /2 JR AR T 15 28 57 A (¥ AT 45 SR A0 1), UL A
Hes”
else
Mark(t, “F”) 5 / /2 JR AR 5 78 5t AR i AT 45 SR A AH ], U
7 0



511

KB, 4 m AR R A AT AR R I B M Bk 111

}
[/ 4B AR MS{EF AC{H
Mark(t, MS());//RAR OB ¢ 9 MSH, RS ¢
Mark(t, AC(t)); / /R (2)HEMR B ¢ B ACH, IR ¢
Mark(t, IDsofDetectedMutants(t)) ; //Fric &R B « fr &
AR 54k ID
}
[/ 5 HEE A /NI R B4 T
DesSortByMS(&.T); //# T & MS I FHEF
AscSortSameMSByAC(&-T)) ;//#4 A I MS {# i il i FH 61 44 B2

AC i FHET
RemvDupTCofSameMS(&-T) ; //%tF MS A [F] (¥ X A 61, 25 Bt
RPN S Al 58 2 A TR, )
RAREE AC B/ —A~, K H Al
WG & T HEkk
T'<T;
Return T’
End
%ﬁl’ﬁ 2T’

4 E RN R B 2 3K

PIFATHR T Aireline. java” 5] , PEAR U B i BB 1 A2
B—A~ e /NI A B Bt #2 . “ Aireline. java” 23X T B
JPF FER)— AT T 6] A I A S 43 5128 {nume
OfTickets} fl{ numThreads} ., £ X iZFEF, B4 K 6 A
[l A g A ZH R 48 SEBR B X, A8 B numOfTickets [ BUE
Y 0~100, 25 & numTreads MERETEEY 1~5 M.
A R AR R 2 BT A

# 2 Aireline, java M %5 A

%5 T T2 T3 Ty Ts Ts
LN 48,4 92,2 70,1 69,2 2,2 20,2

SR EFERFENERET.
RRIEIRATRRE , 2R 7 PRI T 7 AT AR S

B F.MXT,RTXC,RJS,RSK, RSB, MSP, ESP,

FB2 HERERK,

RIE 7 AR TR AE U AR F KA 2 4« Airline_
MXT, Airline_ RTXC, Airline _RJS, Airline_ RSK, Airline _
RSB, Airline_MSP, Airline_ESP,

AR 3 BATIK AR RBOL SR .

A JPF FE A0 T Bk SE B BT T R RO R AT 18 B2 L 1
B BIEAERRT hHUT— IR LRI T
TR UAEER ., JITEFERTF IR ER SR MR
FPREATXS L, 255 R 25 A ] DK S oz Fry 3K P
BIIFRIE A S(Successtul) , B WK EHARIE N F(FaiD . 7~ 472
FPRIBATEE R INE 3 Prgl,

3 PG RAT SR

Uik v T: T3 Ti Ts Ts
Airline MXT F F S F F F
Airline_ RTXC F F S F S F

Airline_RJS S F S S S F
Airline_ RSK S F S S S F
Airline_RSB S S S S F S
Airline_ MSP F F S F S F
Airline_ ESP F F S F S F

24 HH MS{HM ACHH.
MRIEHATEER AKATSCHTHE A T LA A

Bl MS {8, G5 R 0% 4 F75.,

F4 WIAAGIY MSHE

Eika MS
Ty 0. 5714285714
T 0. 8571428571
T3 0
Ty 0. 5714285714
Ts 0. 2857142857
Ts 0. 8571428571

5 FH T “ Aireline. java” A [7] 28 544 1) 44~ 3 461
MSIRIGTRIEL, KRB () T B 3L 1 9 AC (8. %
RInE 6 frl,

£5 RRZFEIRAGHPATRMN /s

Airline_MXT Airline_RTXC Airline_RJS

Airline_RSK

Airline_ RSB Airline_MSP Airline_ESP

T 0. 6089999676
Tz 0. 5459997654
Ts 0. 5620000362
Ty 0. 5339999199
Ts 0. 7820000649
Ts 0. 5340001584

0. 5469999313
0. 5720000267
0. 5239999294
0. 5220000744
0. 7410001755
0. 5370001793

0. 6089999676
0. 5410001282
0. 5299999719
0. 5339999199
0. 7739999294
0. 5260000229

0. 5130000114
0. 5399999619
0. 5099999914
0. 5390000343
0. 5329999924
0. 5180001259

0. 6860001087
0. 6790001392
0. 8029999733
0. 6380000114
0. 6840000153
0. 6070001125

0. 9450001031
0. 8720333333
0. 5029879458
0. 6380000114
0. 2490000431
0. 3970054128

5. 8190000057
5.2910001278
0. 8960001469
2. 1340000629
0. 6940000057
1. 2030000687

6 AREWRAHI ACH

ik AC
Th 1. 389714299
T2 1. 291576212
Ts 0. 618283999
Ty 0. 791285719
Ts 0.636714318
Ts 0. 617429440

RS ARYE MSEA ACHHAET .
PRI BB A RAS T B F7 925 — BE O MS{H., 2
TR 4 1) MS {EXS - MUK G247 e T » 45 2l i 42

T MR B EESE R . —>T—>T —>T, —>
Ts _>T3 °

MK 4 hATLLEH, T, 1 MSIES Ts WAHR, RA T
5 T, WEAAMFEK MSE. A T #— SRR AT 240
PUBA , A R % 18T R TR 9 AT B ) T 27 AR 1Y
BOR . RIARER 6 1) AC {H, #4525 D3k 46 i A8 56 e ok —
R Ts—>T,—>Ty,—>T1 —>Ts —>T;, PR
WFFI s, To MO0 Se0m 5 » BRI E e ok A B/l A
B T'vh, @R 3 T4, Ts RILMZESRAAN Airline_ MXT,
Airline_ RTXC, Airline_RJS, Airline_ RSK, Airline_ MSP #lI
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Airline ESP, DA Ts 3, K H T R BN EFEMAZE
RIAESAREE M h, ZEHEER BT — A T 2
BRIFAESTA, BT, BERN HALE M sk,
I UK To A B SN ILR A BIEE T b, B & 37 T
B3R 3 15 T, LA I B i AR A, R L& 55 . 4hsk
T T —MRAG] Tos Ty oo Ts s EZEHAE SEHTA BIR
). ZrTARR/AN B ABIE T . 775 Aireline. ja-
va” s, B AR I IS T S WA ) (T
T, o 4 AU ey T A6 B 20357 B AR S A, TR e
HI.

TEJ5 S50 R G5 R AT - B X8 2 i i DK S
HoAt SERBE S — R HAT I IHE @ X L 5 i 451

5 LBWHERSH

AR SCAESL IR TSR P SR EE R - #R4E R 4 Windows 7; 4k
&S Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E3-1230 V2 @ 3. 30GHz, N7#E
16GB; JPF {43217 F Eclipse(Luna Service Release 2(4. 4. 2)),
JDK pRAR 1. 8.0_45,

AR 4 MRRIFIEN L RBAEE, H b Aireline,
LinkedList P4 &% UnsortedTree /&% B F JPF B7 B 59 I
P&, Ao — DR MM 2P LinkShareService Jg /%
FIERETT & KRB X FE RAEFH—NEER
%o BT TERRAN 4 T AT 5 I 4
UL ECR AR 150 9 MR E TR A A R .

K7L PRANREFHE

i 3id KRBT EREKE SRR B 3
Aireline 38 7 6
LinkedList 179 6 20
UnSortedTree 122 38 20
LinkShareService 13803 293 573

SEISE 43 BT AR LR LR MR 5 B/ MR T &
B4 TRAR S A T #E B A 1] B4 POC (Percentage Of Cost) 1
IR B 3AT e ER POT (Percentage Of Executed Test Cases)
ekt e /NI AR A Uk O RCR FEAT A, BT 45 R
£ 8 g, Hr,POC-O 5§ POT-T 435I % /R R 46 M4 &
U A TRAR AR BT TR ) B[] AR bR B “ 3 B A T LE
#”; POC-M 5 POT-M 43 il 32 75 7 FH 2 33 vk B 7 A ) 8
/NI AR K B BT A 7 SR AR 11 B ) B AR LE R 5 i
BIPAT LR,

F 8 AP BFED A

Programs POC-O POC-M POT-O POT-M
Aireline 0. 8843 0. 2636 0. 8333 0. 3333
LinkedList 0. 8138 0.1901 0. 8015 0. 1536
UnSortedTree 0. 6512 0. 1349 0. 7134 0. 1398
LinkShare Service 0. 9342 0. 0782 0. 9901 0. 0418

HI26 8 RN, A A J5c /NI 2 B A 728 S 1 i 7
AT B3 PR 51 B it ) A ¥ 3 A F IR AR R AR , HLRE S R
Fr R SE n, SX Fh 22 BE I B . X F R /MNRIFE Aire-
line, JLI32 F B BHAT LE 238 4 JE G 00 3 P (114 49 33, 33 0%, ThT L
THAE I B[] SR PAT TR 4 00 4K 4 v 4 35 900 4 A ) B 1 )
26. 36 % N T AL K W F2JF LinkShare Service, & BT &

75 S A B 8 D P BB A J f DX FR ) 6 4. 1806, AT A
B SR AR (B 6 7. 8206, PRI, 26 KHUBBEAR 7 v, B 3 3
TR A BLE SRR RN . BAAS R HNE
T LUMRAIETE R S 547 S5 DRSO BE 1 B 175 0L T R ARl 3k
JAS » [RY A T i AT R AT R e B SR 4 T — Rl
WITH -

ERIE  ASCR M W77 8 SRR AL 7 VP25 - b [a] 1
A 38 2 W BT HER » SR 5 LADE Se 4 5 v B 03 461
FME, T PR UK 25 DU )5 v BEA T T B, 25 R EE R
R MA SRR G . 207 R HRIHAT R AR
U EEAR B0 FE > FF 7T 54 45 RS T B AL A SRk B e
MR AA B B 9. 250 T E B, 48 SCHE H B S5 /NIU A 4
TR BOREAR T HAT R RS A, 25 7T RGN
ROR . HASCH S R R 1 AT R A R ME R — 4
W2 A — SE R, AN A0 el 47 R SR A JR 4
(&AL R PO VE R A BB — R R, X R
T — B EHITHRITE TAE.
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